Temporally varying water use strategies in Juniperus osteosperma associated with GPP
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e J. osteosperma exhibited temporally variable hydraulic strategies,

Intr() ductl()n = becoming extremely anisohydric (o > 1) after monsoon onset (Fig. 5)
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e U measured ~monthly with a manual pressure chamber

Figure 3: Automated and chamber measurements of stem water potential
during the 2021 growing season

Discussion
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